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INTRODUCTION 
Scientists have been engaged in a continuous endeavour to understand causal 
relationship amongst events and laws which govern these causal relationships Complex 
phenomena like space and cosmos have been brought within the framework of human 
understanding through these endeavours and by knowing positions of heavenly bodies, their 
orbits and their speed of revolution etc, we are able to predict and understand subsequent 
dimensions This doctrine of determinism can be observed at the level of understanding human 
behaviour also The question of 'how' and 'why' has taken man towards probing causal 
relationships in the psychological phenomena Diverse viewpoints like those of Freud and 
Skinner converge at the point which suggests that all behaviour is within a framework of 
causal sequence Freud's emphasis on psychic determinism, his belief that all events, be they as 
trivial as a slip of tongue, are not random chance events but have a distinct cause is the most 
crucial aspect of his theory Infact the various concepts of his theory revolve around 
determinism Skinner's radical behaviourism also centers around a search for causal 
relationships 
The term attribution is used to refer to the individual's perception of causations, that is 
his explanation as to why the experiences and events have taken place These attributions are 
on the one hand his explanations of causation, on the other they gradually constitute his 
perspective and framework through which he views life There is significant evidence which 
points towards the fact that causal explanation which the individual considers relevant with 
regard to various events experienced by him, has a marked effect on his actions and behaviour 
According to Kelly (1972), attribution is a complex process in which we observe others 
behaviour and then attempt to infer the causes behind it from various clues It refers to efforts 
to understand the causes behind other's behaviour and on some occasions, the causes behind 
our behaviour too 
Attribution theory is concerned with how people make causal explanations, about how 
they answer questions beginning with why' It deals with the information they use in making 
causal inferences and what they do with this information to answer causal questions The 
theory has developed within social psychology, primarily, as a means of dealing with questions 
of social perception and also self perception (Festinger, 1954, Schachter, 1959, Schachter and 
Singer, 1962, Bern, 1965, 1967, 1972) 
The origin of attribution theory can be traced to Heider's work (1944, 1958) on 
phenomenal causality He explains attribution in terms of impersonal and personal causes 
Personal causes when seen in the context of intent, cover the every day occurrences that 
determine much of our surroundings Concept of intentionality has been given importance by 
Heider He states that the behaviour should be attributed to personal causes (such as ability or 
effort) if its outcome is seen to have been intended by the actor rather than to environmental 
causes (such as luck or difficulty of task) 
Another important theory, the theory of Correspondent Inference was developed by 
Jones and Davis (1965) to explain attribution On the basis of Heider's analysis, they 
formulated a description of a process of inferring personal characteristics from behaviour The 
theory is concerned with how we decide on basis of other's overt actions, that they possess 
specific traits or dispositions which they carry with them from situation to situation and which 
remain stable over time This task seems to be simple because other's behaviour provide us 
with rich source of information on which to draw conclusion, so if the behaviour is carefiilly 
observed, much can be learnt about individual's characteristics But if the situation is 
complicated by certain facts, such as that often individuals act in a particular way not because 
doing so is consistent with their own traits or preferences but because external factors leave 
them with little choice An example would be a situation in which specific instruction or 
suggestion has been given to behave in a particular manner In such situations, according to 
Jones and Davis(1965) and Jones and McGillis (1976) attention should be focused on actions 
that may be most informative, behaviours to be obsened should be freely chosen, those that 
produce non common effects (outcomes that would not be produced by any other actions) and 
those low in social desirability can help us to learn more about personality traits or distmctive 
causal attributions in such situations The theory leads to the conclusion that other's behaviour 
reflect their stable traits (i e we are likely to reach correspondent inference about them) 
Kelly's theory of External Attribution (1967, 1973) is related to the theory of 
Correspondent Inference (Jones and Davis, 1965) Both are derived from Heider's work which 
leads a perceiver to attribute cause to environmental entity with which an actor or group of 
actors interact Thus Kelly defines attribution as the process of perceiving the dispositional 
properties of entities in the environment His theory not only explains our perception of others, 
but also perception of our OWTI behaviour He assumes that attributions are based on a naive 
version of J S Mill's method of difference, the effect is attributed to that condition which is 
present when the effect is present and absent when the effect is absent This is most easily 
understood if we take the effect' as the specific impression that a perceiver has formed 
concerning an actor on the basis of his behaviour 
According to Kelly, while assuming the question why' about others behaviour, 
information about the three dimensions is kept into consideration The first dimension is 
consensus which is the extent to which others react in the same manner to stimulus or event, 
as the individual who is being observed Second is distinctiveness, which is the extent to which 
a person reacts in the same manner to other different stimuli or events Consistency is the third 
dimension which refers to the extent to which the person reacts to the stimulus or event in the 
same way on other occasion 
Kelly's theory states that other's behaviour is likely to be attributed to internal cause if 
consensus and distinctiveness are low but consistency is high External cause is attributed to 
the behaviour of others under conditions in which consensus, distinctiveness and consistency 
are all high Behaviour may be attributed to combination of factors (internal a.d external) if 
consensus is low but consistency and distinctiveness are high If the attribution of people fulfill 
the three criteria they are confident that they have a valid picture of external worid Thus it can 
be said that these criteria are a index of person^ state of information regarding the v^orld 
The three classical attribution theories are in a way information processing models of 
attribution. They presume that all humans are rational, utilizing the available information to 
draw certain causal inferences to seek the truth but if the perceiver does not process the 
information in an unbiased manner, the use of theories is restricted According to Miller and 
Ross (1975), a large number of studies reveal self serving biases in attribution of causality. 
These theories focus on antecedents of attributions, i.e. what kind of attribution is made and 
when, they do not predict the behavioural consequences of perceived causality. Taking into 
consideration the behavioural consequences of perceived causality, Weiner (1980, 1986) 
conceptualized the attribution theory of achievement behaviour suggesting that causal 
attribution to success and failure influences self esteem and future expectations in important 
ways. Weiner focused on structure of causal attributions. 
The causes of success and failure have been subsumed within a three dimensional 
taxonomy. One dimension is locus of control (Rotter, 1966). It includes internal and external 
causes. Ability and effort are internal whereas task difficulty, luck etc. are external The locus 
of control is associated with self esteem related effects. If internal cause is given for success, 
self esteem enhances but if failure is attributed to internal cause, self esteem may decrease The 
second dimension is stability which refers to whether the cause is stable or unstable. jAbility, 
task difficulty and patience are stable while luck and effort are unstable. Stability dimensions 
help in predicting future success. Controllability is the third dimension, which was proposed by 
Heider (1958) and then incorporated within achievement scheme by Rosenbaum (1972). Effort 
or bias of teacher are controllable while ability, mood are uncontrollable, controllability 
influences social judgements and actions. In case of globality, Weiner (1986) assumes that it is 
related to generalizability. It refers to consistency over situations. 
The term attributional styles emerged out of the theory of learned helplessness (Maier 
and Seligman, 1976, Seligman, 1975) The theory state that after experiencing uncontrollable 
events a variety of organisms show cognitive, motivational and emotional deficits 
Ickes and Layden (1976) describe attributional styles as consistent ways of ascribing 
the causes of positive or negative events It is the extent to which individuals tend to attribute 
negative outcome to stable, internal causes such as their own traits versus specific^ external 
causes. It may determine both individual's susceptibility to learned helplessness and the extent 
to which they can be protected against the occurrence by exposure to situations in which they 
can control negative events Ramirez, Maldonado and Mortos (1992) have provided evidence 
for the conclusion. 
Peterson and Seligman (1984) state that the attributional reformulation of learned 
helplessness model by Abramson, Seligman and Teasdale (1978) claims that an explanatory 
style in which bad events are explained by internal, stable and global cause is associated with 
depressive symptoms and furthermore this style is claimed to be a risk factor for subsequent 
depression when bad events are encountered. However, empirical evidence suggest that 
attributional styles have relevance for human behaviour in all spheres Van Overwalle (1989) 
found that the four dimensions locus, stability, controllability and globality reflect the major 
characteristics of causal attribution given for academic achievement Peterson and Barrett 
(1987) found that students who explained bad academic events with internal, stable and global 
causes received lower grades and they were less likely to have specific academic goals and 
they did not make use of academic advising People, who believe that stable plus global 
factors caused bad events experienced more days of illness than students who explained bad 
events with unstable plus specific causes (Peterson, 1988). 
Attributional styles may be understood in terms of three dimensions (Abramson, 
Seligman and Teasdale, 1978, Abramson, Garber and Seligman.^  1980). They are as follows 
1. Internal Vs. External Causes: 
Intemality is defined in terms of" Self-other' dichotomy When individuals believe that 
outcomes are the results of their own doings , they tend to attribute the outcomes to 
themselves i e internal factors When environmental factors are held responsible for the 
outcome then the attributions made are said to be external Examples of internal attributions 
are one's effort, skill, ability etc where as task difficulty, luck etc. are examples of external 
attributions 
2. Stable-Unstable Causes : 
Attribution theories (Weiner, Frieze, Kukla, Reed, Rest and Rosenbaum, 1971), 
(Weiner, 1974) introduced the stable-unstable dimension, which is orthogonal to internal-
external dimension Stability refers to relative performance associated with an attribution That 
is,if an individual attributes response-outcome non contingency to a stable factor, it may result 
in helplessness which may persist over a period of time but under similar conditions or 
situational cues One's ability, task difficulty are stable attributions. Unstable attributions result 
in helplessness, which may not last long, with time its fades away. Examples are mood, effort, 
luck etc 
3. Global-Specific Causes: 
Abramson, Garber & Seligman (1980) and Miller and Norman (1979), suggested a 
Specific-Global dimension which is orthogonal to both intemality and stability dimensions 
This dimension accounts for generality of helplessness across taskjand situations Attributions 
to global factors affect expectancy and hence, performance in many situations and tasks 
Attributions to specific factors may result in helplessness only in original situation 
The three dimensions are continuous and can be grouped together in different 
combinations which may result in eight types of causal attributions 
1 Internal - global - stable 
2 Internal - global - unstable 
3 Internal - specific - stable 
4 Internal - specific - unstable 
5 External - global - stable 
6 External - global - unstable 
7 External - specific - stable 
8 External - specific - unstable 
Each of these combinations has a different implication for the fiiture expectation of 
people, and their performance on subsequent tasks 
Factors influencing Attributional Styles : 
Locus of control is one of the factors influencing our attributions It is a dimension of 
attributional style, which has been studied extensively The concept of locus of control or 
Internal versus External control I-E was outlined by Rotter (1966) It is a continuum and 
people can be ordered along it. 
It has been a basic question to social learning theory approaches that whether success 
or failure should be internally or externally attributed (Rotter, Chance and Phares, 1972) 
According to Rotter (1966) individuals differ in the extent to which they expect reinforcement 
to occur as function of their own behaviour (internal control) or as a function of luck or forces 
beyond their personal control (external control) 
Many researches have been carried out to find out the difference between internals and 
externals in their response on variety of judgment and performance task For eg Jones, 
Worchel, Goethals and Grumet (1971) found internals were more sensitive than externals to 
whether essays on controversial issues had been elicited under free-choice or no-choice 
conditions, when asked to assess the real attitudes of writers of essays 
Attempts have been made to identify "defensive externals" who adopt external 
attitudes so as to protect themselves from the impUcation of accepting personal responsibility 
for failure but may be rather similar to internals in other respects such as motivation for 
academic achievement (Procuik and Breen, 1975) 
The study conducted by Johnson, Feigenbaum and Weiby (1964) on the attributions 
made by student teachers in simulated teaching situation supports Heider's assumptions that 
individual generally appear to be biased towards complaining events in a manner congruent 
with positive self evaluation Schopler and Layton (1972) also found similar effect when 
student subjects evaluated the simulated performance of a fellow student 
Achievement motivation is another factor influencing our attributional styles A person 
high on achievement motivation is likely to explain the causes of his success or failures in 
entirely different manner as compared to person, who is low on achievement motivation 
Murray (1938) and McClelland, Atkinson, Clark and Lowell (1953) have done pioneer 
work in the area. Significant contribution was also made by Atkinson (1957, 1964), who 
viewed achievement as a resultant of conflict between motives to achieve success or avoid 
failure 
Weiner revised Atkinson's (1957) concept of achievement motivation In his 
attributional model (Weiner and Kukla, 1970, Weiner, Frieze, Kukla, Reed, Rest and 
Rosenbaum, 1971), the crucial point is the degree of perceived personal responsibility for 
success and failure. Individuals high in achievement motivation ascribe success to themselves 
(ability and effort) while individuals who are low achievers attribute their success externally In 
case of failure, people high in achievement motivation attribute the outcome to lack of effort 
which leads in turn to greater effort, whereas the low achievers attribute their outcome to lack 
of ability, which leads in turn to decrease in performance (Weiner and Sierad, 1975) Weiner 
distinguishes the affective component of achievement motivation (eg pride in success or 
shame at failure) from expectancy for fliture success or failure. Expectancy depends on stable 
versus unstable causes. Attribution of success to stable cause, or of failure to an unstable 
cause, leads to higher expectancy of success than attribution of failure to stable cause or of 
success to unstable cause (Weiner, 1979). Attributions to internal versus external, or 
controllable versus uncontrollable causes, have main influence on affective component 
With regard to specificity to expectancy for success a number of studies have 
supported Weiner's emphasis on stability dimension where attributions for one's own success 
or failure are concerned (Meyer, 1^70; Weiner, Heckhausen, Meyer and Cook, 1972, 
McMahan, 1973). The attribution to stable versus unstable causes, which others make for their 
success or failure can affect one's own expectancy of success on a similar task (Fontaine, 
1974; Pancer and Eiser, 1977). 
Other factors influencing our attributions have been also been studied Most of the 
studies have taken into account the internal-external dimension of attribution McGinnes, 
Nordholm, Ward, and Bhanthumnavia (1974), Parsons and Schneider (1974) have found 
greater externality in women. Studies have shown greater intemality among whites than blacks 
(Battle and Rotter, 1963; Zytkoskee, Strickland, and Watson, 1971). Gruen and Ottinger 
(1969) found that middle class children are more internal than lower class children 
Straits and Sechrest (1963) and James, Woodruff and Werner (1965) found that 
smokers are more external than non-smokers. The later study also revealed that smokers, who 
were convinced by the Surgeon General's evidence and ahered their smoking behaviour tended 
to be more internal than those who were unconvinced. These findings suggest a modest but 
reliable relationship, between intemality and tendency to take active steps to guard one's 
health 
Various studies conducted by Seeman (1963), Davis and Phares (1967), Phares 
(1968), Lefcourt and Wine (1969), Lefcourt, Lewis and Silverman (1968), show that internals 
are more active in seeking, acquiring, utilizing, and processing information, which is relevant 
to their manipulation and control over their environment Due to these tendencies, mtemals 
generally appear more competent and personally effective then externals Internals are 
motivated by needs for personal control and efficacy or power Rotter and Mulry (1965) found 
that internals are motivated to do well in skill situations and externals are motivated by a 
desire to succeed under choice condition 
Hrycenko and Minton (1974) found that male internals are more onented towards high 
power while male externals toward low power 
GENDER DIFFERENCES : 
Difference on various personality dimensions in terms of gender are an important area 
of investigation A large number of these male-female diflFerences may be explained in terms of 
different expectancies learned as part of one's gender role rather than in terms of biology 
(Major and Adams, 1983), but some differences may perhaps be biologically triggered 
Difference observed in the early life span when the individual has not had the opportunity to 
imbibe social norms and interact closely point towards basic biological differences However, 
an overwhelming large number of differences are socially learnt For e g the woman's passive 
role is definitely a cultural product of social pressure to accept second place in assertive and 
aggressive situations and may be the reason, why women are less likely than men to emphasize 
masculine behavioural styles (Nadkami, Lundgren & Burlew, 1991) 
11 
Both research work and every day experiences indicate that there are differences 
between males and females. They have been observed early in development before the age of 
three in toy and activity preference (Weinraub, Clemens, Sockloff, Ethridge, Graceby and 
Myers, 1984). In many instances gender differences are found in the way people interact with 
others. For example women are more likely than men to share rewards (Major and Deaux, 
1982) or to deprive themselves in order to help some one else (Leventhal and Anderson, 
1970). Men and women have been found to differ even in terms of experience which afford 
satisfaction When compared on self oriented experiences (that is, satisfaction-provoking 
experiences directly related to one's own self) and other oriented experiences (events 
experienced by others affording satisfaction), women were found to report satisfaction 
through other-oriented experiences and men through self-oriented (Ahmad, 1988) 
Maccoby and Jacklin (1974) concluded on basis of research data that there are gender 
differences in verbal ability, visual, spatial ability, mathematical ability and aggression Girls 
excel in verbal ability and boys are more superior in visual ^ patial ability and mathematical 
ability and they are found to be more aggressive. There are many evidences indicating that 
females are more people oriented than males (Block, 1973, 1976). They display greater 
empathy and responsiveness to the feelings of others (Hoffman, 1977) Females are more 
likely to suppress their anger while males are always ready to express it (Iqbal and Ahmad, 
1993). 
The performance of males and females may be attributed differently by people Feather 
and Simon (1975) found that success of male medical students was attributed to ability 
whereas success of female medical students was due to good luck, easy task or cheating in 
examinations. Failure of male medical students was attributed to task difficulty and female's 
failure was attributed to lack of ability. Etaugh and Brown (1975) also found that female's 
failure on mechanical task is attributed to lack of ability. 
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Research findings have shown that males have stronger tendency to demonstrate self 
serving bias than females (Hansen and O'Leary, 1985) Self serving bias is found m both males 
and females in sexual relations but Maas and Volpato (1989) predicted that it is more strong in 
males 
The empirical evidences and general observations regarding the difference between 
males and females in different areas of like lead us to believe that their explanatory style may 
also be different 
BIRTH ORDER: 
Many personality theorists notably Adler have highlighted the concept of birth order 
The position of a person in the family gives rise to particular types of behaviour patterns 
Children of different birth order have different roles, for example in Indian family eldest child 
is expected to have greater restraint and emotional maturity whereas a lot of allowance is 
made for the youngest Scientific interest in effect of ordinal position on personality began 
with Freud who claimed that the person's position in sequence of siblings is very significant for 
his later life According to Adler each position provides a predictable personality pattern and 
according to him the last and middle children are more favoured than the eldest 
Recent scientific studies have shown that whatever effects ordinal position has on 
personality, are due to the psychological position of the person in the family The 
psychological position is a result of ordinal position and it affects the self concept both directly 
and indirectly 
Children of different birth order are exposed to different social environments and 
different parental expectations, hence their personality patterns vary Since our culture favours 
no uniform way of bringing up children of different birth orders there are no personality types 
or syndromes which are associated with particular order, but sometimes some personality 
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patterns are frequently associated with ordinal positions Studies have shown that initially 
firstborns have more advantages They are given more attention than other children But after 
the arrival of the second child, parents' affection towards them lessens and is shared by the 
second one Due to these reasons, negative characteristics such as feeling of insecurity, feeling 
of hatred towards people developed in the firstborns Adler observes, that the first child has 
the tendency to become a criminal, neurotic or drunkard but if the parents prepare him for the 
arrival of the second child he can become a responsible and reformed child. Certain traits such 
as conscientiousness, seriousness, sense of responsibility, stronger emotional ties and greater 
loyalty to the family are found in the firstborns which are the outcome of parental guidance 
and pressure to achieve success. As adults they have greater advantages in economic, social 
and intellectual fields. Jones (1954) made a biographical study of eminent Englishmen, gifted 
children, persons listed in Who's Who in America and persons listed in 'American Men of 
Science'. He found that the firstborns were over represented in each of these groups 
irrespective of the size of families from which they came. Altus (1965) also found that top 
scorers in National Merit Scholarship Qualifying Test were the firstborns. The findings suggest 
that firstborns are likely to be more successful in competitions than the laterboms 
Jones and Altus's findings can be explained in a way that the parents provide greater 
resources for the education of firstborn This provides him with advantages over his siblings 
From Altus data it can be said that firstborns enjoy some kind of psychological advantage 
irrespective of either sex or tradition Their greater success can be attributed to their success 
at school level where they, in contrast to laterboms are more likely to meet teacher's 
expectations, exhibit more information seeking behaviour, are more sensitive to tension 
producing situations and are less aggressive. 
A number of investigators (eg Schachter, 1959; Mehrabian and Ksionzky, 1970) 
reported that firstborns have higher need for affiliation and/or dependency than laterboms, but 
these findings have been questioned by other researches. In a study of kindergarten children 
firstborn males tended to engage in solitary play which is not consistent with needs for 
afiBliation and/or dependency, although firstbom females engaged in less play of this sort. 
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Researchers concluded, that firstborns are strongly sex typed than other children They were 
found to be more creative as well as more popular (Laosa and Brophy, 1970) The firstborns 
tend to be more supportive which leads to their greater popularity (Weiss, 1966) 
Beside the desirable traits there are other traits in the firstborn, which lead to less 
favourable personal and social adjustments due to parental over-protectiveness and pressure to 
achieve. They are always in a state of anxiety because of aduh expectation .They become 
fixistrated easily. Success makes them bossy, selfish, self centered and spoilt Inspite of the 
feeling of superiority they suffer fi^om feelings of inferiority. 
According to Hurlock (1974) middleboms are more peer oriented than family oriented 
because of the less importance given by parents Their relationship with peers help in 
developing personality traits that lead to a good personal as well as social adjustment. They set 
their aspirations in accordance with their first experience of success and when they are not able 
to keep up to the pace they are likely to feel inadequate and resentful and negative feelings 
develop towards their older siblings. Their accomplishments in life are lesser and they are 
usually less successful in academic and vocational fields than their older siblings, and are not as 
creative as their older sibling and when they are young, they are not concerned about it but, 
when they become adults, they often feel jealous of older sibling who is perceived as parental 
pet and his greater opportunities are bitteriy resented. As a result their relationship is not 
smooth and the middleboms come closer to younger sibling who also feels that he is a victim 
of discrimination. 
In some respects the lastboms are similar to firstborns but there are differences also 
which justify Adler's claim that youngest child in the family bear unmistakable signs of the fact 
that they have been the youngest. The personality characteristics of lastboms and firstboms 
have different origins. The firstborn, for e.g. is pushed and prodded to achieve what his 
parents expect of him and have sacrificed to make possible for him while the youngest is 
pampered and spoiled by siblings as well as parents and little is expected fi-om them Both are 
15 
selfish, self centered and bossy but reasons behind their being so, are different One of the 
characteristics of the lastbom is dependency which is due to pampering and waiting on by 
siblings In childhood, they play the little brother role which leads them in a habit of needing 
pals, this becomes a motivating factor for them to join gangs and later school or college 
fraternities (brotherliness). Their lack of frustration tolerance is mainly due to the relaxed 
parental discipline. Resentfulness, defiance of authority and tendency to be troublesome 
develop in them when they feel left out of family activities because of their being 'too young' 
Their achievement motivation is low. They are neither pressurized nor do their families 
sacrifice for providing them opportunities and hence they are less anxious and worried about 
being successful. Instead of using their imagination for creative purpose they use it for day 
dreaming and identification with heroes. They have the impression of being immature due to 
factors such as constant contacts with siblings and having no responsibilities. The last child is 
an extrovert, social, optimist and happy. 
As their desirable characteristics predominate the undesirable ones, they make better 
personal and social adjustment and chances of their being maladjusted and unhappy are very 
little. 
It may be concluded from the above discussion, that offsprings of different ordinal 
positions are exposed to different role expectations, psychological factors and consequently, 
they may evolve world views different from each other. The events of life, their aspirations for 
the future are likely to be different in one way or the other. Thus their manner of explaining 
the events and experiences of their life may be different. It is therefore, very pertinent that 
study on attributional styles in terms of the individual's ordinal position in family may be 
conducted. 
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FAMILY SYSTEM : 
One of the closest types of human relationships is in terms of family A family is a small 
unit derived from relationship between a man and a woman legally bound together through 
marriage as husband and wife (Muncie & Sapsford, 1995) Research has shown that family 
relationships are important in determining our behaviour in many dimensions In a family the 
great majority of children (80 percent) grow up with siblings and interaction with sibhng 
provides a way to learn and practice interpersonal relationships (Dunn, 1992) Brothers and 
sisters often experience a mixture of love and hate, closeness and rivalry, and these mixed 
feelings recur throughout one's life, because friendships, love affairs and marriages tend to 
evoke the relationships originally associated v^ nth siblings (Klagsbrun, 1992) Galambos 
(1992), Jeffries (1987, 1990, 1993) have brought out the importance of child-parent 
relationship for child's personality The importance of interaction with grandparents have been 
highlighted by Kennedy (1991) 
The structure of family is intimately related with moral and socio-cultural values of a 
society together with economic factors In some societies, a broad based family structure 
consisting of individuals other than husband wife and their children is encouraged Thus 
parents and sometime the families of siblings live together as one joint family In many 
societies, particularly the west, husband, wife and their of children live as a family 
Historically, the feudal system resulted in the fact, that all members sharing the ancestral 
heritage should reside together as a joint family, since source of income as well as house was 
conunon The religious as well as spiritual values which are part of the Indian psyche also 
encouraged care and compassion towards old members of the family and brotherly affiliation 
with siblings and their families Those in lower economic strata find it more economically 
convenient to share facilities Thus the joint family system is an integral part of our culture 
The psychological climate of a joint family is found to be different from that of nuclear family 
A large number of persons have to be interacted with, adjustment is more demanding, sources 
of affection and love are greater, children have larger number of playmates, many complex 
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relationships are contained within the environment, while the environment is definitely 
emotionally rich, greater demands of adjustive and coping apparatus are also called for 
As urbanization and modernization of the society is taking place, mobility has 
increased and the people are leaving their ancestral homes in search of livelihood, jobs and due 
to these reasons nuclear families are becoming more common than before Nuclear family is 
one, which includes husband, wife and their children Formation of nuclear family does not 
mean that the people do not keep in touch with their parents and other relatives, they often 
visit them, celebrate festivals with them, give them support whenever they need whether it is 
financial, emotional etc 
The nuclear family shares a common residence and is united by ties of affection, 
common identity and support In such a family there are 8 possible clusters of relationships 
husband wife, father-son, father-daughter, mother-son, mother-daughter, brother-brother, 
sister-sister and brother-sister whereas in a joint family relationship include grandparents, 
uncles, aunts, nieces, nephews and cousins etc In the nuclear family, the members of 
interacting pair are linked to one another both directly through reciprocally reinforcing 
behaviour and indirectly through the relationships of each to every other member of the family 
The relationship between father and mother is solidified by several privileges which is 
accorded to married couple by the societies Siblings are also bound to one another through 
care and help given by an elder to younger through cooperation in games which initiate the 
activities of adults and through mutual economic assistance 
Hence individuals who are brought up in joint family have different approach to life 
and possibly a different mode of attribution as compared to individuals belonging to nuclear 
family 
AIMS AND OBJECTIVES : 
The focal aim of the present investigation is to examine if consistent tendencies to 
attribute in a particular manner are related to such factors as gender, birth order and family 
system. A general belief that social experiences and societal expectation play a role in shaping 
these tendencies does exist but these specific factors are felt to be extremely pertinent Gender 
becomes an extremely relevant factor basically because of the different roles, which men and 
women are expected to play in life and for which the stage is set fi"om childhood Birth order is 
also a condition which places the individual in situations that may influence his perceptions and 
attributions. There is ample evidence in studies of child rearing practices that eldest, the 
youngest and the middle children are likely to be exposed to different experiences The eldest 
plays a different role than younger siblings. It is also felt that the nature of the family system in 
which a child is brought up will influence his perception of causal relationships. Living in joint 
family gives rise to social and psychological environment different from the environment of 
nuclear family. While studies regarding, personality characteristics and the relationship to 
attribution abound, the work done on factors like ordinal position and family system is very 
little. This investigation aims to throw light on these factors. 
CHAPTER - II 
REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
CHAPTER II 
REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
Each research is part of a collective venture of various researchers in quest of truth It 
can never be a solely isolated effort. For a research to be valid and complete in every sense, it 
is very essential that previous viewpoints and findings be taken into consideration so that 
issues and problems related to the phenomenon are clarified and highlighted. 
The problem of the present research is concerned with attributional style. A large 
amount of literature on attributional style and its relation to various psychological and social 
variables has been presented by many researchers. However, most researchers have 
investigated attributional style in relation to depression, learned helplessness and achievement 
motivation. \ Very little work has been done on social and personal variables like birth order, 
gender differences and family system and the manner in which they are likely to influence 
attributional style. \The present investigator is of the opinion that these variables play a 
significant role in determining our attributions of causality since they constitute an important 
aspect of our experiences and life perspectives and approaches. \ 
i 
The work of Heider (1958) has played a central role in originating and defining the 
attribution theory and continues to be a major source of ideas. Fielder's primary concern was 
phenomenological causality, that is how do people in every day life understand the causes of 
their own and others behaviour. He uses the term 'naive psychology' to refer to the general 
theory of human behaviour held by ordinary person. Theories of Heider (1958), Jones and 
Davis (1965) and Kelly (1967, 1973) have generated a large amount of research in the past 
three decades Their work constitutes the basic theoretical contribution to attribution theory 
and accordingly forms the ground work for defining the field of attribution. 
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Attribution has been a major issue for research in social psychology for several decades 
(Grahm and Folkes, 1990, Heider, 1958, Jones, 1990). Recent review of the work on coping 
strategies of accident victims (Silver and Wortman 1980; Taylor, 1983) and alleviation of 
learned helplessness (Miller and Norman, 1979, Schunk, 1983) highlights the wide 
applicability of attribution theory in diverse fields ^-"''^ i ^ > 
Contributions of various researchers on attribution and its relation with social and 
psychological variables are discussed in the paragraphs which follow. . 
Green, Lightfoot, Bandy, and Buchanan (1985) proposed a model of attribution 
suggesting that attribution processes begin with the attention of perceiver which is influenced 
by cognitive, motivational and stimulus factors. Once the attention is directed a taxonomy of 
variables determine the attribution depending on how much information the perceiver has 
about the actor. For a stranger, who has least information, the attributions depend on whether 
a person's schema or normative script is salient and whether or not the behaviour is expected. 
In case of self, where most of the information is available, the direction of attribution depends 
on set valence (beliefs about the self in this situation) and whether the behaviour is positive or 
negative, ^x ' 
The three dimensions of attribution (namely internal-external, stable-unstable, global-
specific) have been studied extensively taking into consideration various social and 
psychological variables such as sex, social class, depression, coping and emotion etc -
, Battle and Rotter (1963) showed greater intemality among whites than blacks Rotter 
and Mulry (1965) found that internals took longer to decide on their responses when the 
instructions involved skill, whereas externals took longer in the chance conditions 
y k series of experiments conducted by Mikulincer between 1986-1988 throw light on 
global-specific, stable-unstable as well as internal-external dimensions. Subjects had been given 
helplessness training through exposure to four cognitive discrimination problems It was found 
that those subjects who attributed failure to global causes showed impaired performance in 
subsequent dissimilar situation (experimental situation ), when subjects were exposed to 
unsolvable problems and their attribution of failure were global as well as stable, it was found 
that only in this condition, their performance in dissimilar situation was impaired and 
interaction effect of global and stable attribution was also observed. Mikulincer (1988) found 
internals when exposed to single unsolvable problem, exhibited greater fhistvation and hostility 
and better performance in a subsequent cognitive task than external attributors. In case of 4 
unsolvable problems internals exhibited stronger feelings of incompetence and decrease in 
performance compared with externals. Another study was conducted by Mikulincer (1988) 
and he found that exposure to unsolvable problems worsened subsequent performance for 
those subjects who attributed failure to stable cause. Whereas an attribution to unstable cause 
prevented the detrimental effects of unsolvable problems on performance. Ramirez, 
Maldonado and Martos (1992) have provided evidence to the view that attributional style 
may determine individuals susceptibility to learned helplessness and the extent to which they 
can be protected against its occurrence by exposure to situations in which they can control 
negative events. ^^' 
Seligman, Abramson, Semmel and Baeyer (1979) suggested on basis of their study on 
depressive attributional style that depressed subjects attributed bad outcomes to internal, 
stable and global causes and good outcomes were attributed to external and unstable causes. 
^ Similar findings were obtained by authors in a study conducted in 1984. Raps, Peterson, 
Reinhard, Abramson and Seligman (1982) conducted a study on depressed patients Subjects 
included were depressed males, non depressed schizophrenics and non depressed medical 
students. Findings showed that depressed patients attributed bad outcomes to internal, stable 
and global causes, they were more even handed in their attribution for good versus bad events. 
These results support the existence of depressive attributional style postulated by reformulated 
learned helplessness and indicate that it is not a general characteristics of psychopathology 
T ) 
.^  Another study conducted by Hargeaves (1985) shows contradictory results in 
comparison to above studies No support was found for the hypothesis that attributions of 
depressed patients for causes of events will be significantly different from the attributions 
made by non depressed 50 depressed psychiatric patients (mean age 40 28 years) and normal 
non depressed (mean age 40 24 years) served as subjects The failure to agree with previous 
studies may be due to sampling differences or scoring discrepancies ^ 
(, Sweeney, Anderson and Bariey (1986) reported that for negative events, attributions 
to internal, stable and global causes had reliable and significant association with depression 
The relation between attribution factors of ability and luck was also significant but it was again 
stronger for negative events ^  
f Greenberg, Pyszczynski, Burling and Tibbs (1992) examined whether a depressive self 
focussing style accounts for the lack of self serving attributional bias in depressed persons 
They found that conditions analogous to non depressed patterns of attentional focus led to self 
serving attributional bias for all subjects Dixon and Ahrens (1992) carried out a longitudinal 
study to assess the ability of interaction of attributional style and daily negative events to 
predict self reported depression in 84 children The self reported depression symptoms were 
assessed before and after exposure to stressfiil event It was found that attributional style did 
not predict change in self reported depression symptoms following stressfiil events, the 
interaction of attributional style with stress did predict them Stress predicted depression 
symptoms as well ^^y' 
[^ Evidences have been provided with regard to attributional style and its relation to 
health or illness Peterson (1988) found that individuals who believed that stable plus global 
factors caused bad events, experienced more days of illness in a month and visited physicians 
more frequently in a year They also reported more unhealthy habits, lower efficacy to change 
the habits, and more stressfiil occurrences than subjects who explained bad events with 
unstable plus specific causes Optimist individual who explainrbad events with external. 
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unstable and specific causes experience better health than the pessimist, who explains bad 
events with internal, stable and global causes (Peterson, 1995) Dua (1994) observed that 
attributions for bad events were better predictors of health than those for good events and 
global attributions were best predictors of health Thus it can be said that internal, stable and 
global causes are responsible for poor health i ^ -^ 
u / Various researchers have tried to explore the relation of attribution and achievement 
- ^ ^ 
Peterson and Barrett (1987) found that students who explained bad academic events with 
internal, stable and global causes received lower marks than did students who used external, 
unstable and specific causes Students with negative explanatory style had non specific goals 
and did not use academic advice, which were in turn related to lower grades The results 
empirically support the reformulated learned helplessness model The four dimensions locus, 
stability, controllability and globality are the major characteristics of causal attribution given 
for academic achievement (Van Overwalle, 1989) Bousten and Lolbry (1991) found that 
successful single parent females made different causal attributions with regard to their grade 
point average (G P A) than those who were less successful Warring (1991) suggested that 
academic success and failure are attributed to ability, effort, task and luck, which in turn 
directly influence the teaching and learning processes According to attribution model, a 
phenomenon occurs when strategy is introduced, which places the responsibility for some of 
success or failure on strategy. If students are to succeed they must believe that they can 
expand effort and utilize appropriate strategy both of which they can control \ ^•^•' 
V Cooley and Klinger (1989) conducted a study on academic attribution and coping with 
test and they found that attributing failures to external factor was related to greater use of 
distancing and less use of problem focussed coping External attribution for success was 
related to greater use of wishful thinking Rim (1990) suggested that men and women differ in 
the coping styles related to attribution The coping styles most related to attribution in men 
were suppression, replacement and reversal and in women, the coping styles were blame 
seeking, succorance, replacement and reversal 
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Zeleski (1988) stated on the basis of his study that subjects ascribed future success 
more to internal rather than external factors and the intemality increased with increasing time 
range of a goal. Effort was believed to be a primary cause of both success and failure He 
found a positive correlation between internal attribution of success and pride, external 
attribution of success and gratitude/surprise, internal attribution of failure and guilt/shame and 
external attribution of failure and anger/frustration. However, correlation between pride and 
internal attribution of success decreased from freshmen year to senior year whereas, 
correlation between shame/guilt and internal attribution of failure increased. ) \^ 
Van Overwalle, Mervielde and De Schuyters'(1995) findings suggest that attribution 
dimension evoke distinct emotions that direct future behaviour. Results of their study showed 
a relation between mid term exam outcomes and happiness or sadness, internal attributions 
and self esteem (pride and shame), stable attributions and anticipatory hope, despair and 
anxiety, personal control and guilt, and external control and social emotions (gratitude and 
anger).Contrary to predictions, happiness and sadness were intensified by internal attributions. 
As predicted, final examination scores were related to expectations, but performance was not 
related to emotions. ^ ^ > ^ ^ ^ 
It 
/ Alfano, Joiner and Perry (1994) conducted a study in which they found that the shy 
subjects were more depressed and had negative attributional style than non shy subjects, this 
difference was not found when effect of attributional style was removed. Thus the findings 
suggest that negative attributional style is a mediator of shyness- depression relationship. 
In case of males, a relation between locus, stability and controllability with shyness was 
determined. It was also found that controllability was more predictive of both dispositional 
and specific shyness than were locus and stability. However, locus for success and failure 
situations made unique contributions to the prediction of affective symptoms (Bruch and Pearl, 
1995). \ ^^  
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t-Winefield Anthony, H., Tiggemann, M. & Winefield, Helen, R. (1992) found from a 
study of 78 Australian unemployed school leavers (aged 18-20) whose emotional reaction to 
unemployment in relation to reasons given for being unemployed were observed, that reactions 
of subjects who left full time jobs through dismissal were similar to those who left the job for 
other reasons. But those who gave external cause for their unemployment showed higher self 
esteem and less hopelessness than those who gave internal cause. Stability of attribution was 
not associated with hopelessness. Hutri (1995) observed in 66 women (aged 25-45 years) 
attending vocational counseling, that when in a state of occupational crises, they emphasized 
on stable, external, recurrent external attributions in negative events whereas, in a crises free 
situation, they used noncurrent attributions combined with internal, unstable and controllable 
attributions. 
I A study on dispositional and situational moderators of male and female causal 
attribution was conducted by Huber and Podsakoff (1985) and their findings suggested that 
the task, rather than a gender difference in disposition was responsible for causal attributions. 
^X Burger and Hemans (1988) conducted three experiments to test the hypothesis that 
people engage in attribution processes to obtain a sense of control. It was found that high-DC 
(desire for control) subjects were more likely to utilize attributionally relevant information 
when describing the cause of writer's behaviour than were low-DC subjects, they were more 
likely to ask attribution questions about hypothetical events than the low DC subjects and they 
gave more attributions for their performance and test than did low DC subjects The findings 
are interpreted as support for control motivation explanation for why people engage in 
attribution processes. \ 
! Causal attributions and their dimensions for individual and cooperative group tasks 
were studied by Peterson (1992). Resuhs suggested that attribution and information seeking 
were similar for both group and individual tasks with the exception of attributions such as 
group dynamics. Attributions for individual tasks were perceived as more internal than for 
group tasks but perception of stability and controllability were some what mixed ^ 
/', 
A study on 123 young adults was carried out by Tiggemann, M., Winefield, Anthony, 
H., Winfield, Helen, R. & Goldney, R. (1991). The subjects were administered the ASQ and 
measures of depressive effect (DAF) and hopelessness (HPL) on 2 separate occasions, 3 years 
apart. Attributional style was demonstrated to be relatively stable over the period and was 
correlated with measures of psychological well being. Subjects who scored highest on DAF 
and HPL attributed good outcomes more externally and less stably and bad outcomes to 
relatively stable and global causes. In contrast to HPL model of depression analysis showed 
that depressive attributions were not antecedents to increased psychological distress ^ 
y, Chisholm and Huriey (1994) conducted a study to investigate the extent to which 
personality characteristics are associated with fear. Fear was found to be significantly 
correlated with responsibility for bad outcomes and with the tendency to generalize the 
outcomes to many situations. Findings are consistent with the view that significantly different 
attribution profiles emerge as fearfijlness increases. ^ 
Gender differences are an important reality and should be appreciated and understood 
An important aspect of this understanding, is to distinguish between gender differences that 
are the natural outcome of actual differences between the two sexes and those that occur 
because of preconceived attitudes, societal expectations and unjust stereotypes. They are part 
of every culture. They exist in roles, actions, preferences^attitudes and other attributes 
( Deaux and Emswiller (1974) in their study asked the subjects to evaluate the 
performance of either a male or female stimulus person who performed on either male and 
female related tasks. Analysis of attributions made to luck versus skill in explaining 
performance of stimulus showed that as predicted, performance by male on masculine task 
was more attributed to skill where as equivalent performance by female on same task was seen 
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to be more influenced by luck Contrary to predictions, the reverse did not hold true for 
performance on feminine task Overall, males were seen to be more skillful than females 
Deaux, White and Farris (1975) conducted two studies to determine whether males and 
females differ in their choice and persistence at games in which outcomes are regulated by 
either luck or skill. In observational study, males were found to select games of skill 
significantly more often than females and to persist longer on these games In lab. 
experiments, males again showed preference for games of skill both in terms of choice and 
subsequent task persistence while, females preferred to play games in which luck was 
determinant. , 
y 
/ 
v 
Chandler, Cook and Wolf (1979) examined sex differences in self reported 
achievement motivation and they did not find significant over all sex differences. However, 
significant sex difference was observed on 3 out of 9 aspects of need achievement by step wise 
multiple regression. Chisquare produced significant sex differences on 5 out of 9 aspects of 
need achievement. Differences favoured females in achievement behaviour. 
/ Males and females were found to differ on attitude towards nuclear war and 
disarmament and males were more proforce than females (Silverman & Kumka, 1987). 
Results of the study conducted by Handal, Gist and Weiner (1987) revealed a differential 
relation for males and females between attributional style and concurrent depression. ,, 
Ryckman and Peckham (1987) found that girls had a more learned helplessness 
orientation in mathematics and science than did boys, however, in language, arts, both were 
mastery oriented. Overall both reflected a more adaptive pattern in language and arts than in 
maths and science. , 
. Heimovics and Herman (1988) found no major gender differences in pattern of 
attribution of causes given for success and failure by chief executives and board presidents 
( Ben-zur and Zeidner (1988) examined sex group differences in anxiety, curiosity and 
anger (as states and traits) Significant differences for males and females were observed on 
trait scale than on state scale. Females showed higher levels of trait anxiety and trait anger 
than males. Reiser (1995) explored the problem of gender hostility. Higher levels of anger 
were found regarding sex, work and power issues and how men and women treat each other 
generally Men and women differed significantly in theii expressed anger when referring to 
male behaviour or privilege 
/ In another study Musitu and Gutierrez (1990) observed differences in terms of sex of 
offspring as well as parents in the disciplinary styles on the crucial dimension of affection 
Boldizar, Wilson and Deborah (1989) found that sex roles and socialization influence adult 
processes of moral development. 
A " 
•>^ / Frydenberg and Lewis (1991) observed difference between the ways boys and girls 
coped. Girls employed more social support and generally were more likely than boys to focus 
on relationship. They also sought more strategies related to hoping for the best and wishful 
thinking. Gadzella, Ginther, Tomcala and Bryant (1991) found differences between men and 
women on 8 stress producers and on 5 coping strategies 
v^ ' Females are more likely than males to attach great importance to their overall body 
image (Pliner, Chaiken and Flett, 1990). Heinberg and Thompson (1992) found females were 
more dissatisfied with their bodies. 
1 Boggianio and Barrett (1991) concluded on the basis of their studies that females 
reported more depressed symptoms and a more maladaptive style (MAS). Further, they found 
that females were more likely than males to report greater strivings for ideal attributes relevant 
to interpersonal relationships and body image/attractiveness, males reported more ideal 
strivings for intelligence. A study by Hawkins, McDermott, Shields and Harvey (1989) 
showed no difference in overall reported depressive symptoms but females were significantly 
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more prone to experience symptoms by a scale factor known as 'depressive affect'. They are 
likely to be depressed (Strickland, 1992) i 
/Rozario, Dalai, Kapur and Sivaji Rao (1991) studied psychological disturbances in 
boys and gjrls. The boys perceive themselves as having more problems than girls. School and 
peer relationships pose problems to boys and giris face problems in home, with school teachers 
and general adjustment. \ ^ ^'' '•, • 
\ ^ Aijaz and Kureshi (1991) found that nurturance, aggression and change were stronger 
needs in boys whereas, hetrosexuality and abasement were stronger needs in females. Another 
study was carried out to find gender differences in needs by Ojha (1995). Achievement, 
dominance, hetrosexuality and aggression were masculine needs while, feminine needs were 
deference, order, affiliation and nurturance. . 
\ Gender differences exist in home life also even when both partners are employed in 
demanding and high paying jobs, work at home is often divided along gender lines. Males are 
more likely to do outdoor work rdated to home life while, females are more likely to engage 
in house cleaning, cooking and child care. Altogether, females do more work at home than 
males even if they are doing a fidl time job outside (Gunter and Gunter, 1991). 
Street and Kromrey (1994) conducted a study to find sex difference in adjustment 
Females were found to experience difficulties with self esteem, depression and anxiety more 
than males. Males were more likely to experience difficulties with substance abuse 
Schonert-Reichl and Kimberiy (1994) investigated gender differences in relationship 
between depressive symptomatology, social class and egocentrism during adolescence. 
Females regarded themselves as higher in uniqueness and self consciousness than males. 
Social class as measured by father's educational level significantly related to adolescent's 
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egocentrism Gender differences emerged with respect to relationship between dimension of 
adolescent egocentrism and depressive symptomatology 
Melamed (1995) conducted a study on career success and it was found that womens' 
achievements were obtained mainly through merits, lack of domestic responsibilities and 
favourable features of organizational and occupational opportunity structure Personality and 
societal opportunity structure had stronger effects on mens' success 
• According to Adler, birth order influences personality development The personalities 
of eldest, middle and youngest children in the family are quite different due to distinct 
experiences that each child has as a member of social group The ideas of Adler have helped 
to stimulate important research on birth order 
, Schachter (1959) found in his study that firstborns receive great amount of attention 
from parents but this attention is divided with second child's birth This lead to development of 
feeling of jealousy and sibling rivalry. Firstborns get special attention from mothers Hilton 
(1967)found that mothers showed more interfering behaviour when firstborn attempts to solve 
puzzles 
* Alexender (1966) conducted a study to find relationship between birth order and social 
acceptance for male seniors in 30 high schools and found that firstborn students were more 
likely to be chosen by other students as finends. 
<i Sutton-Smith and Rosenberg (1970) suggested that firstborns have intense 
relationships with their parents and they are more achievement oriented and self controlled 
than are laterboms Similar findings were obtained by Dunn & Kendrick (1982) 
Rothbart (1971) tested the hypothesis about birth order and antecedents of adult 
achievement Mother-child interaction was observed in lab situations Mothers supervised 
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their 5 year old children's performance on 5 tasks It was found that there was no difference in 
amount of time, mothers spent in interacting with their children In terms of quality of 
interaction however, mothers gave more complex technical explanation to firstborn child 
Results suggest that mothers are more intruisive into the performance of firstborn than second 
bom although this particular study found this accentuated for the firstborn girl 
Weller, Natan and Hazi (1974) administered a questionnaire of adjustment of marital 
life in Tel-Aviv Marital adjustment was found to be best in pairs in which husband was 
firstborn and wife laterbom, husband laterbom and wife firstborn and when husband or wife 
was middlebom and paired with any other birth order partner Combinations in which both 
husband and wife were firstborns or both were laterboms or they were only children, the 
marital adjustment was not satisfactory as their scores were low In combination in which 
husband or wife was only child paired with firstborn, the marital adjustment was average 
Yiannakis (1976) investigated relation between birth order and preference for 3 types 
of dangerous sports (individual contact sports, team contact sports and individual non contact 
sports) Resuhs indicate that in general firstborns were more likely to avoid dangerous sports 
than later bom Greatest discrimination was found in those sports in which severity of 
physical injury was perceived as high and opportunity to attain a measure of security and peer 
support under stress was perceived as low 
Eckstein and Tobacyk (1979) suggested on the basis of their study that firstborns 
showed more death threat than middle or later boms Firstborns reported less conscious 
concern about death than the other groups 
Pillai and Ayishabi (1984) conducted a study to find influence of birth order on 
intelligence. The results indicated that birth order has no effect on intelligence 
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Klien (1984) found that firstborns were more introverted than either middle or 
lastboms, but there was no difference between the later two groups Singh (198" )^ in his study 
has found significant effects of birth order on extraversion Later bom subjects tended to be 
more extraverted 
Maijoribanks (1987) suggested on basis of his study that although sibling's birth order 
and sibling size are not related to the social mobility of males, they do influence the eventful 
social status of females Increase in birth order were related to decrease in female's 
educational attainment and occupational status 
Weinstein and Sackhoff (1987) investigated birth order of 249 prisoners in jail for 
felony, drunkenness and miscellaneous crimes between 1977 and 1986, revealed significantly 
more firstborns and lastboms (combined) in jail for each of above categories of crime than 
middleboms 
Gupta (1987) found that degree of machiavellianism increased with age upto late 
adolescence, also lastboms showed high machiavellianism followed by firstborns and 
middleboms Interaction between age and birth order produced significant effect on Mach IV 
scores 
Khanna and Channabasavanna (1987) studied birth order and family size in subjects 
suffering fi-om obsessive compulsive disorder It was suggested smaller families had more 
earlier bom index cases, and larger families had more later bom index cases Firstborns and 
only children were not over represented in the sample 
Gates, Larry, Crockett and Hubbard (1988) conducted a study on 404, 7-12 years old 
children of whom 158 were firstborns Firstboms scored significantly lower on depression than 
second, third, fourth bom and youngest subjects Firstboms showed significantly less trait 
anxiety than third bom They also showed significantly higher levels of self esteem than 
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second bom and youngest Girls showed significantly more trait anxiety than boys Lester and 
Caffery (1989) found that there is no relationship between depression and birth order 
Riggio and Soloodeh (1989) indicated that there is no significant birth order effect on 
any of social skill dimension (i.e. social and emotional aspects of expressivity, sensitivity and 
control, even when factors of age spacing, subjects sex, family size, income are controlled 
The results of a study conducted by Kennedy (1989) showed significant differences 
which supported findings of prior studies of adolescents and children suggesting that 
middleboms feel less parental support than other children. A high percentage of middleboms 
indicated that they received no parental assistance with their college expenses. Middleboms 
are less likely to indicate frequent phone calls home and more likely to indicate brother or 
sister (rather than parents) as having difficulty in adjusting in their absence. 
Cherian (1990) carried out a study of children aged (13-17 years) to find relation 
between birth order and academic achievement. Birth order was found to be negatively related 
to academic achievement. 
Nyman (1995) tried to identify the birth order personality attributes. It was explored 
that regardless of sex, the firstborn was viewed as most favoured birth position followed by 
middle, youngest and the only child position. The bias in favour of or against a particular birth 
position seemed to be linked to personality traits deemed distinctive to that position. Ranking 
of subject's own birth position was consistent with the way others perceived that position 
In Indian society, both nuclear as well as joint families exist. The joint family has been 
a more prevalent concept but now due to urbanization and modernization of the society, 
nuclear families are coming up in large number. We expect that the behaviour of individuals 
belonging to nuclear families will be different fi-om individuals belonging to joint families 
because of the different manner in which they are brought up, socialized, they face different 
34 
types of problems Therefore, we may assume that their attributional style will also be 
different from each other 
- Saha and Guha (1984) showed no effects of family structure on self concept scores 
Attitude scores reflected some variability between the two groups but no effect on attitudes 
^ Gupta (1986) found that machiavellianism increased upto the age of late adolescence 
and subjects from joint families were more machiavellian 
Srivastav (1986) observed that behaviour of children reared in joint families is 
markedly different from children reared in nuclear families. Similar findings were obtained by 
Gore (1965) 
Paydarfar (1987) surveyed 852 urban families in Iran which showed that level of 
marital fertility among couples in nuclear families were substantially higher than in extended 
families regardless of intermediate variables such as husband/wife's marital age, duration of 
marriage and wife's education and occupation This finding is attributed in part to urban 
families social and psychological needs for children, in contrast to economic burden of children 
in extended families Sharma and Akhtar (1990) administered marital adjustment 
questionnaire to 120 housewdves belonging to nuclear and joint familici. Results indicated 
that housewives of nuclear families scored significantly higher than housewives of joint 
families ANOVA indicated that type of family influenced marital adjustment Another study 
on adjustment patterns and general satisfaction of housewives of both joint and nuclear 
families was carried out by Najm and Kauser (1992) Findings indicate that housewives living 
in nuclear families were significantly more well adjusted and satisfied, as compared to 
housewives of joint families 
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Iqbal and Ahmad (1993) found that subjects from joint families scored significantly 
higher onhanger control than did nuclear family subjects. Males from nuclear families scored 
significantly higher on anger out dimension than did females from nuclear families 
Parish (1990) explored whether family structure, gender and birth order have an 
impact on evaluations of family by the subjects (aged 10-18 years). ANOVA revealed no 
significant main effects due to respondents birth order' or gender but did find a significant main 
effect due to family structure and a significant 2 "way interaction effect between respondent's 
family structure and gender. 
Adjustment in relation to family structure and birth order was studied by Angira 
(1990). ANOVA revealed that main effects of birth order and family structure were significant 
but interaction between family structure and birth order was not significant 
Fatmi (1990) studied 446 tribal and non tribal high school students to examine the 
effect of family type (single or joint) and ordinal position (first, middle or last) on achievement 
motivation. Findings showed no significant impact of family type in tribal subjects. Non tribal 
subjects from single family scored significantly higher on achievement motivation than non 
tribal subjects from joint families. There was no significant difference between subjects of 
different ordinal position with respect to their achievement motivation except for first order 
and last order tribals. Rule( 1991) examined the relation among memory of parental strictness, 
permissiveness and birth order and sex. Findings show that firstborns regarded parents as 
significantly more strict than laterboms did and firstborn women rated their fathers as 
significantly, more strict than later bom women. 
Lester, Eleftheriou and Christine (1992) examined whether sex might play a mediating 
role in the relationship between psychological health and birth order in traditional families. 
Findings revealed that firstborn males and lastbom females had higher self esteem and less 
irrational thinking then lastbom males and firstborn females. 
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A study was conducted by Iqbal and Ahmad (1993) to examine the influence of gender 
differences and birth order on expressed and suppressed anger It was found that men scored 
significantly higher on the anger out' dimension than women whereas women scored higher 
on anger in' as compared to men Youngest male offsprings scored significantly higher on 
'anger out' dimension than youngest female offTsprin^ . 
Literature survey points to a definite direction that differences in attribution exist 
between males and females The differences are most marked on internal-external dimension 
although this is probably because of the fact that much more work has been done on internal-
external dimension as compared to stability and globality dimension Similarly the ordinal 
position in the family was seen to influence the individual's level of aspiration, need for the 
achievement, emotional maturity and the social expectation from him Although no work on 
causal attribution in relation to ordinal position is clearly available, its contribution to certain 
related dimensions suggested that it may exercise influence in attributional style Similarly 
family system has been found to influence certain personality dimensions particularly 
adjustment, machiavellianism, achievement motivation, anger and aggression Thus 
attributional style may be taken up as a variable to probe possible differences 
It has been observed that attributional style adopted for positive events may not be the 
same as adopted for negative events, therefore the two must be studied separately Thus all 
dimensions, that is internal-external, stable-unstable and specific-global need to be studied 
separately for positive and negative events 
The following hypotheses may therefore be formulated for the investigation 
1 Males and females differ on attribution to positive events 
2 Males and females differ on attribution to negative events 
3 Eldest, middle and youngest oflfsprings differ on attribution to positive events 
4 Eldest, middle and youngest offsprings differ on attribution to negative events 
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5 Eldest, middle and youngest male offsprings differ on attribution to positive events 
6 Eldest, middle and youngest male offsprings differ on attribution to negative events 
7 Eldest, middle and youngest female offsprings differ on attribution to positive events 
8 Eldest, middle and youngest female offsprings differ on attribution to negative events 
9 Offsprings of joint and nuclear families differ on attribution to positive events 
10 Offsprings of joint and nuclear families differ on attribution to negative events 
11 Eldest, middle and youngest offsprings of nuclear families differ on attribution to 
positive events 
12 Eldest, middle and youngest offsprings of nuclear families differ on attribution to 
negative events 
13 Eldest, middle and youngest offsprings of joint families differ on attribution to positive 
events 
14 Eldest, middle and youngest offsprings of joint families differ on attribution to negative 
events 
15 Males and females of joint families differ on attribution to positive events 
)|^ Males and females of joint families differ on attribution to negative events 
17. Males and females of nuclear families differ on attribution to positive events 
18 Males and females of nuclear families differ on attribution to negative events 
CHAPTER - III 
METHODOLOGY 
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CHAPTER III 
METHODOLOGY 
The purpose of the present investigation was to examine gender differences, birth 
order and family system as determinants of attributional style Our study focuses on finding 
out whether males and females have different attributional styles or not Since men and women 
are exposed to different societal reactions and expectations, it is likely that their causal 
attributions differ Thus the focal theme of research namely probing sex differences in 
attributional style is a very legitimate question for research It is also investigated whether 
eldest, middle and youngest offsprings differ in their attributional styles Further, the 
attributional style of subjects was studied in terms of family system i e joint and nuclear 
families These dimensions explain the phenomena in a more in-depth and exhaustive manner 
The ordinal position of child definitely influences societal expectations as well as reactions 
together with the role he or she is expected to adopt In the same manner, joint and nuclear 
families also cause different perceptions and experiences It was also investigated if subjects 
belonging to joint families have a different attributional style from subjects belonging to 
nuclear families Other questions which were investigated were, whether attributional style of 
eldest, middle and youngest males differ, whether the three birth order females have different 
attributional styles or not, the eldest middle and youngest subjects of joint families have 
different attributional styles and whether attributional styles of the eldest middle and youngest 
subjects of nuclear families are different from each other It was also investigated whether 
males and females belonging to joint families have different attributional styles and whether 
males and females of nuclear families differ in attributional styles 
The steps taken by the investigator were in accordance with the aims and objectives of 
the study 
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Tool: 
In the present investigation attributional style was measured by Attributional Style 
Questionnaire (ASQ) developed by Peterson, Semmel, von Baeyer, Abramson, Metalsky and 
Seligman (1982) and revised by Peterson and Seligman (1984) 
The ASQ is a self report measure of patterns of explanatory style which is the tendency 
to select certain causal explanations for good and bad events 
The immediate impetus for the development of the ASQ was Abramson, Seligman, and 
Teasdale's (1978) reformulation of the learned helplessness model of depression (Seligman, 
1975) The model states that depression is the result of experience with uncontrollable 
aversive events However, the nature of depression following uncontrollable event is 
governed by causal attributions which the individual makes for them If they are seen as 
caused by something about the person himself/herself (internal attribution) as opposed to 
something about the situation (external attribution), then the resulting depression is 
hypothesized to involve loss of self esteem If the uncontrollable events are attributed to 
nontransient factors (stable attributions), in contrast to transient ones (unstable attributions) 
then the depressive symptoms are expected to be long lasting Finally if uncontrollable events 
are attributed to causes present in variety of situations (global attributions), as opposed to 
more circumscribed causes (specific attributions), then the depression is proposed to be 
pervasive Thus, the reformulated learned helplessness model holds that attributing 
uncontrollable bad events to internal, stable and global factors lead to depression To the 
extent the individuals show characteristic attributional tendencies, it was felt necessary to 
speak of an attributional style, and for this purpose Seligman and his colleagues developed the 
ASQ 
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The Attributional Style Questionnaire consists of 12 hypothetical events, out of which 
6 are good and 6 are bad events Additionally half of events are interpersonal/affiliative while 
other half are achievement related 
It was observed that out of 12 events that were presented in questionnaire, some 
events were out of context in the Indian cultural milieu. Therefore, before administering the 
questionnaire on the sample, a preliminary pilot study was conducted by the investigator The 
questionnaire was administered on 15 subjects and their reactions and comments were noted 
It emerged that 3 events were not relevant in our conditions 
(1) Your spouse (boyfriend or girlfriend has been treating you more lovingly 
(2) You go out on a date and it goes badly. 
(3) You get a raise. 
These three situations are not part of the experiences of the student community in this 
country. Therefore, 10 senior research scholars and teachers in the department were 
approached and requested to reformulate the events such that the essence and spirit would be 
retained but the content may become more relevant. 
In the statement- "Your spouse (boyfriend or girlfriend) has been treating you more 
lovingly", the term'^ friend' has been substituted in place of'spouse'. 
•Date' has been replaced by 'tour' in the statement- "You go out on a date and it goes 
badly". 
"You get raise" has been changed to" You get a prestigious scholarship". 
The instructions of the ASQ are brief and clear. Each event is followed by four 
questions that are always in the same order. In case of first question, respondents have to 
imagine the event and give one major cause of it. On the following 3 questions rating on 7 
point scale have to be done, one number is circled which is in correspondence to the causal 
belief of the respondents. The second question is related to whether the outcome was due to 
something about the respondent or something about the other people or circumstances 
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(Locus) The third question is related to dimension of stability i e will the cause again be 
present The fourth question is about globality, whether the cause influence just the particular 
situation or other areas of life 
The three attributional dimensions rating scales associated with each event description 
are scored in direction of increasing intemality, stability and globality Scores are derived by 
simply averaging within dimension and across events for individual dimension scores or across 
dimensions and across events for composite scores Each individual dimension ranges from 1 
to 7 Therefore, composite scores range from 3 to 21 for both composite positive and 
composite negative 
Several studies have explored the ASQ's internal consistency Peterson, Semmel, von 
Baeyer, Abramson, Metalsky and Seligman(1982) found that the three scales i e, locus, 
stability and globality have modest reliability with Cronbach's (1951) alpha ranging from 44 to 
69 Peterson and Seligman (1984) found that Cronbach's alpha reliability of revised ASQ with 
18 bad events range from 66 to 88 
There is large literature supporting the criterion and construct validity of ASQ 
Seligman and his associates (Peterson, Semmel, von Baeyer, Abramson Metalsky and 
Seligman, 1982) followed correlational approach and devised several methods of 
demonstrating the criterion validity of ASQ The results of study conducted by Peterson, 
Bettes and Seligman (1982) demonstrate the construct validity for the ASQ in that it both taps 
spontaneously generated attributions and relates to theoritically relevant symptomatology 
Three recent studies conducted by Zullow and Seligman (1985), Kamen and Seligman (1985) 
and Seligman and Shulman (in press) have further supported the construct validity of ASQ 
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Sample: 
Sampling is an extremely cnjcial part of research endeavour The representativeness of 
the sample is determined by the method through which sample is drawn Ideally, random 
sample procedure which is totally free from bias and permit each element of the population an 
equal chance of being part of the sample should be followed Randomization is necessary to 
ensure validity of independence assumptions but practical difficulties do not allow pure 
random sample We mostly include in the sample those members of the population that are 
easily accessible to us and from those subjects random sample is drawn Broota (1989) 
considers this a justified procedure 
However, it is imperative that though the researcher may draw sample from subjects 
within his or her reach, the element of bias should be controlled This was kept in mind by the 
present researcher However, it may be concluded that sample was drawn through purposive 
sampling The details of the sample are given below 
The sample consisted of 150 male and female subjects (age ranging from 17 to 25 
years) dravm from various faculties of Aligarh Muslim University Out of 150 subjects— 
1 75 were males and 75 were females 
2 54 subjects were eldest offsprings 73 were middle offsprings and 23 were youngest 
offsprings 
3 115 subjects belonged to nuclear families while 35 subjects were from joint families 
4 23 subjects were eldest males, 39 were middle order males and 13 were youngest 
males 
5 31 subjects were eldest females, 34 were middle order females, 10 subjects were 
youngest females 
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6 47 subjects were eldest offsprings belonging to nuclear families, 50 were middle 
offsprings and 18 were youngest offsprings belonging to nuclear families 
7 7 subjects were eldest offsprings of joint families, 23 were middle offsprings and 5 
were youngest offsprings belonging to joint families 
8. 8 subjects were females of joint families and 27 subjects were males of joint families 
9 67 subjects were females of nuclear families while 48 were males of nuclear families 
Procedure: 
Attributional style was measured through revised version of Attributional Style 
Questionnaire (Peterson and Seligman, 1984) The scale consist of internal-external, stable-
unstable and specific-global dimensions. 
The scale was administered individually and the subjects were asked to read the 
instructions carefully before filling the questionnaire. After collecting the required data from all 
the 150 subjects, comparisons on the attributional style dimensions were made amongst the 
various groups. Each group was thus compared at 6 levels i.e., internal-external positive, 
stable-unstable positive, specific-global positive, internal-external negative, stable-unstable 
negative and specific-global negative. 
Statistical Analysis: 
t test was used to analyze the data for finding out the significant difference between the 
various groups 
CHAPTER -IV 
RESULTS & DISCUSSION 
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CHAPTER IV 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
The following chapter is detailed information about the findings of the present study. It 
presents the outcome of the data obtained by statistically analyzing it and then explains 
outcome in detail in context of the questions raised by the researchers. It further discusses the 
new questions which arise out of the research. 
The researches attempted to find out whether certain social variables such as sex, b«& 
order and family system determine the attributional style. Thus the groups demarcated on basis 
of sex (male and female), birth order (eldest, middle and youngest) and family system (nuclear 
and joint) were compared on attributional style dimension. 
The investigator has presented the results as well as the interpretations of what the 
results mean and signifying. The results will be presented as such and the discussion will 
follow. 
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Table 1: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Male and Female Subjects 
Group 
Male 
Female 
Male 
Female 
Male 
Female 
Male 
Female 
Male 
Female 
Male 
Female 
Male 
Female 
Male 
Female 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
75 
Mean 
14 90 
15 95 
5 24 
5 52 
4 86 
5 39 
4 79 
5 15 
10 63 
12 00 
3 68 
4 10 
3 35 
3 91 
3 54 
3 98 
SD 
3 63 
251 
125 
91 
1 54 
93 
144 
1 14 
2 75 
194 
120 
93 
1 07 
85 
131 
1 17 
t 
21 
164 
2 65 
211 
3 60 
3 
56 
2 58 
Significance 
P<05 
NS 
P<01 
P<05 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
P<05 
It may be observed fi-om the above table that there is significant difference between 
males and females on all dimensions of attributional style except one i e, internal-external 
positive dimension Females are more internal, stable and global on all the dimensions of 
attributional style Thus, hypotheses 1 and 2 are accepted 
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Table 2: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Middle order Offsprings 
Group 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
54 
73 
54 
73 
54 
73 
54 
73 
54 
73 
54 
73 
54 
73 
54 
73 
Mean 
15.38 
15.54 
5.44 
5.37 
5.04 
5.17 
4.88 
5.04 
11.10 
11.36 
3.82 
3.80 
3.62 
3,62 
3.57 
3.85 
SD 
3.26 
3.15 
1.03 
1.21 
1.23 
1.29 
1.38 
1.15 
2.28 
2.55 
1.13 
1.15 
1.02 
.94 
1.20 
1.28 
t 
.28 
.41 
.65 
.8 
.61 
.71 
0 
1.4 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
There is no significant difference between eldest and middle offsprings on any 
dimension of attributional style. 
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Table 3: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Youngest OfTsprings 
Group 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
54 
23 
54 
23 
54 
23 
54 
23 
54 
23 
54 
23 
54 
23 
54 
23 
Mean 
15 38 
15 36 
5 44 
5 49 
5 04 
5 04 
4 88 
4 86 
11 10 
11 71 
3 82 
4 05 
3 62 
3 50 
3 57 
3 96 
SD 
3 26 
3 33 
1 03 
1 08 
1 23 
1 40 
1 38 
1 50 
2 28 
2 72 
1 13 
97 
1 02 
1 28 
1 20 
1 30 
t 
02 
20 
0 
06 
95 
95 
42 
1 30 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
No significant difference is observed between eldest and youngest offsprings on any 
attributional style dimension 
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Table 4 rComparison of Attribution Scores of Middle and Youngest Children 
Group 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
73 
23 
73 
23 
73 
23 
73 
23 
73 
23 
73 
23 
73 
23 
73 
23 
Mean 
15.54 
15.36 
5.37 
5.49 
5.17 
5.04 
5.04 
4.86 
11.36 
11.71 
3.80 
7.05 
3.62 
3.50 
3.85 
3.96 
SD 
3.15 
3.33 
1.21 
1.06 
1.29 
1.40 
1.15 
1.50 
2.55 
2.72 
1.15 
.97 
.94 
1.28 
1.28 
1.30 
t 
.23 
.50 
.13 
.58 
.55 
1.13 
.42 
.36 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
Table 4 shows no significant difference amongst middle and youngest offsprings 
It is observed fi-om table 2, 3, and 4 that the three birth order positions when 
compared, with each other do not differ significantly. Therefore, hypotheses 3 and 4 are 
rejected. 
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Table 5: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Youngest Male Offsprings 
Group 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Intemal-Extemal positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Intemal-Extemal negative 
Intemal-Extemal negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
23 
13 
23 
13 
23 
13 
23 
13 
23 
13 
23 
13 
23 
13 
23 
13 
Mean 
14.44 
14.76 
5.35 
5.26 
4.79 
4.72 
4.35 
4.84 
9.91 
11.15 
3.52 
3.86 
3.27 
3.29 
2.90 
4.02 
SD 
3.90 
3.78 
1.15 
1.30 
1.57 
1.65 
1.64 
1.60 
2.74 
3.13 
1.25 
1.15 
1.15 
1.25 
1.13 
1.38 
t 
.18 
.21 
.12 
.90 
1.15 
1.09 
.04 
2.60 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
P<.05 
In Table 5, 6 and 7 males are compared in temis of the three birth order positions 
From table 5 it is observed, that the eldest and youngest males significantly differ on 
only one dimension of attributional style i.e. specific global negative. Youngest males are 
more global 
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Table 6: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Middle Male Oflsprings 
Group 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Intemal-Extemal positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Intemal-Extemal negative 
Intemal-Extemal negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
23 
39 
23 
39 
23 
39 
23 
39 
23 
39 
23 
39 
23 
23 
39 
Mean 
14 44 
15 26 
5 35 
5 29 
4 79 
4 94 
4 35 
4 99 
991 
10 89 
3 52 
3 72 
3 27 
3 42 
290 
3 67 
SD I 
3 90 
3 49 
1 15 
140 
1 57 
1 54 
164 
1 19 
2 74 
3 37 
125 
1 19 
1 15 
98 
1 13 
1 33 
t 
83 
18 
37 
1 72 
78 
66 
55 
2 56 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
P<05 
It is observed that there is no significant difference between eldest and middle males on 
7 dimensions of attributional style, only they differ significantly on specific-global negative 
dimension on which middle order males are more global 
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Table 7: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Middle and Youngest Male Offsprings 
Group 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
39 
13 
39 
13 
39 
13 
39 
13 
39 
13 
39 
13 
39 
13 
39 
13 
Mean 
15 26 
14 76 
5 29 
5 26 
4 94 
4 72 
4 99 
4 84 
10 89 
11 15 
3 72 
3 68 
3 42 
3 29 
3 67 
4 02 
SD 
3 49 
3 78 
1 40 
1 30 
1 54 
165 
1 19 
1 60 
3 37 
3 13 
1 19 
1 15 
98 
125 
1 33 
1 38 
t 
42 
07 
44 
32 
25 
11 
35 
83 
Signiflcance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
Table 7 shows that attributional styles of middle and youngest subjects are not different 
as no significant difference is observed on any dimension of attributional style 
Thus, hypotheses 5 and 6 are partially accepted as eldest and youngest males and 
eldest and middle order males when compared with each other, significantly differ only on 
specific-global negative dimension of attribution 
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Table 8: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Middle Female Offsprings 
Group 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
31 
34 
31 
34 
31 
34 
31 
34 
31 
34 
31 
34 
31 
34 
31 
34 
Mean 
1198 
15 97 
4 14 
5 46 
38 
5 34 
3 94 
511 
16 07 
11 88 
5 51 
3 97 
5 23 
3 86 
5 27 
4 07 
SD 
140 
251 
98 
94 
85 
97 
1 13 
1 11 
2 56 
2 33 
95 
98 
90 
82 
101 
1 17 
t 
8 14 
6 00 
7 70 
4 33 
6 98 
7 33 
8 05 
461 
Significance 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
Comparisons of eldest, middle and youngest females are shown in tables 8, 9 and 10 
In table 8 we observe that eldest and middle order females differ in attributional styles 
as there is significant difference on all the dimensions Middle order females are more internal, 
stable and global on positive dimensions while, eldest females are more internal, stable and 
global on negative dimensions of attributional style 
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Table 9: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Youngest Female Offsprings 
Group 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
31 
10 
31 
10 
31 
10 
31 
10 
31 
10 
31 
10 
31 
10 
31 
10 
Mean 
11 98 
16 14 
4.14 
5.78 
3.80 
5.46 
3.94 
4.89 
16.07 
12.44 
5.51 
4.29 
5.23 
4.23 
5.27 
3.89 
SD 
1.40 
2.62 
.98 
.66 
.85 
.91 
1.13 
1.45 
2.56 
2.00 
.95 
.66 
.90 
.94 
1.01 
1.26 
t 
4.62 
7.4 
5 03 
1 82 
4.53 
4.69 
2.94 
3.13 
Significance 
P<01 
P<01 
P<01 
NS 
P<01 
P<.01 
P<01 
P<01 
Significant difference is observed amongst the eldest and youngest female subjects on 
seven dimensions, only they do not differ on specific-global positive dimension of attributional 
style. Youngest females are more internal, stable on positive dimensions of attributional style, 
while eldest females are more internal, stable and global on negative dimensions of 
attributional style. 
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Table 10: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Middle and Youngest 
Females Offsprings 
Group 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
34 
10 
34 
10 
34 
10 
34 
10 
34 
10 
34 
10 
34 
10 
34 
10 
Mean 
15 97 
16 14 
5 46 
5 78 
5 34 
5 46 
5 11 
4 89 
1188 
12 44 
3 97 
4 29 
3 86 
4 23 
4 07 
3 89 
SD 
251 
2 62 
94 
66 
97 
91 
1 11 
145 
2 33 
2 00 
98 
66 
82 
94 
1 17 
126 
t 
17 
1 33 
36 
43 
72 
1 23 
1 08 
39 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
Table 10 shows that middle and youngest female subjects do not differ in their 
attributional styles, as their scores are not significantly different 
Therefore, hypotheses 7 and 8 are partially accepted as eldest and youngest and eldest 
and middle order females when compared with each other, significantly differ on vanous 
dimensions of attribution only middle and youngest females do not differ on any dimension 
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Table 11: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Children of Joint and Nuclear Family 
Group 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Nuclear 
Joint 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-external negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
115 
35 
115 
35 
115 
35 
115 
35 
115 
35 
115 
35 
115 
35 
115 
35 
Mean 
1541 
15 65 
5 41 
5 40 
5 05 
5 27 
4 95 
4 98 
1136 
11 18 
3 90 
3 89 
364 
3 62 
3 81 
3 60 
SD 
3 29 
3 11 
1 07 
1 27 
1 32 
1 15 
1 34 
1 09 
2 62 
192 
1 10 
1 05 
1 04 
90 
1 35 
92 
t 
33 
45 
1 1 
15 
40 
05 
11 
1 23 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
No diflFerence is observed in attributional styles of subjects belonging to joint and 
nuclear families 
Therefore, hypothesis 9 and 10 are totally rejected as there is no significant difference 
between offsprings of joint and nuclear families 
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Table 12: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Youngest Offsprings of 
Nuclear Family 
Group 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-external negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
47 
18 
47 
18 
47 
18 
47 
18 
47 
18 
47 
18 
47 
18 
47 
18 
Mean 
15 35 
16 00 
5 42 
5 57 
5 02 
5 30 
4 98 
5 15 
11 18 
12 03 
3 97 
4 02 
3 77 
3 90 
3 54 
3 95 
SD 
3 36 
3 20 
106 
108 
129 
1 35 
141 
141 
2 41 
2 50 
1 15 
79 
1 04 
1 18 
120 
143 
t 
73 
51 
75 
43 
1 30 
21 
43 
1 10 
Signiflcance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
In tables, 12, 13 and 14 subjects belonging to nuclear families are compared in terms of 
three birth order positions 
In table 12 no significant difference is observed between eldest and youngest subjects 
of nuclear families in their attributional styles 
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Table 13: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Middle Offsprings of 
Nuclear Family 
Group 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-external negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
47 
50 
47 
50 
47 
50 
47 
50 
47 
50 
47 
50 
47 
50 
47 
50 
Mean 
15 35 
14 21 
5 42 
5 31 
5 02 
4 97 
4 98 
4 91 
11 18 
1133 
3 97 
3 79 
3 77 
3 50 
3 54 
3 94 
SD 
3 36 
3 23 
1 06 
1 09 
129 
1 33 
141 
128 
2 41 
2 90 
1 15 
1 14 
1 04 
98 
120 
142 
t 
21 
55 
20 
26 
28 
85 
142 
1 53 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
No difference is observed amongst eldest and middle order subjects of nuclear families, 
as their scores are not significantly different 
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Table 14: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Middle and Youngest Children of 
Nuclear Family 
Group 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-external negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
50 
18 
50 
18 
50 
18 
50 
18 
50 
18 
50 
18 
50 
18 
50 
18 
Mean 
1521 
16 00 
531 
5 57 
4 97 
5 30 
4 91 
5 15 
11 33 
12 03 
3 79 
4 02 
3 50 
3 90 
3 94 
3 95 
SD 
3 23 
3 20 
1 09 
1 08 
1 33 
1 35 
128 
1 41 
2 90 
2 59 
1 14 
79 
98 
1 18 
142 
143 
t 
90 
89 
89 
63 
43 
1 04 
142 
03 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
From the above table, it is observed that middle order and youngest children do not 
differ significantly in their attributional styles 
Thus, hypothesis 11 and 12 are fully rejected as no significant difference is observed on 
any dimension of attribution among the three birth order positions belonging to nuclear 
families 
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Table 15: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Middle Children of Joint 
Family 
Group 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Eldest 
Middle 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
7 
23 
7 
23 
7 
23 
7 
23 
7 
23 
7 
23 
7 
23 
7 
23 
Mean 
15 32 
15 44 
5 52 
5 49 
511 
5 59 
4 68 
5 30 
10 85 
1141 
3 42 
3 98 
3 40 
3 88 
3 91 
3 59 
SD 
2 60 
145 
1 04 
90 
174 
41 
76 
43 
t 
1 
04 
1 09 
1 63 
75 
1 36 
1 50 
74 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
Tables 15, 16 and 17 show comparisons of different birth order subjects belonging to 
joint families 
From table 15 it is observed, that the eldest and middle order subjects do not differ in 
attributional style 
60 
Table 16: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Eldest and Youngest Offsprings of Joint 
Family 
Group 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Eldest 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
7 
5 
7 
5 
7 
5 
7 
5 
7 
5 
7 
5 
7 
5 
7 
5 
Mean 
15.32 
13.96 
5.52 
5.13 
5.11 
4.49 
4.68 
4.36 
10.85 
10.33 
3.42 
3.53 
3.40 
3.23 
3.91 
3.56 
SD 
3.32 
.91 
1.22 
1.67 
2.18 
.95 
.84 
1.17 
t 
.70 
.75 
.72 
.32 
.40 
.20 
.35 
.51 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
families. 
No significant difference is observed between the eldest and youngest subjects of joint 
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Table 17: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Middle and Youngest OfTsprings of Joint 
Family 
Group 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Middle 
Youngest 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
23 
5 
23 
5 
23 
5 
23 
5 
23 
5 
23 
5 
23 
5 
23 
5 
Mean 
16.44 
13.96 
5.49 
5.13 
5.59 
4.49 
5.30 
4.36 
11.41 
10.33 
3.98 
3.53 
3.88 
3.23 
3.59 
3.56 
SD 
2.96 
1.52 
1.22 
1.07 
2.06 
1.01 
.81 
1.04 
t 
1.71 
.48 
1.86 
1.80 
1.08 
.91 
1.66 
.05 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
It is observed that middle and youngest subjects of joint families do not differ 
significantly in attributional styles. 
Thus, hypotheses 13 and 14 are rejected as no significant difference is found on 
any dimension of attribution among the three birth order positions belonging to joint 
families. 
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Tabic IS'.Comparison of Attribution Scores of Females and Males of Joint Family 
Group 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Internal-External positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Internal-External negative 
Internal-External negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
8 
27 
8 
27 
8 
27 
8 
27 
8 
27 
8 
27 
8 
27 
8 
27 
Mean 
15.64 
15.74 
5.45 
5.45 
5.03 
5.34 
5.14 
4.95 
11.80 
10.99 
4.08 
3.84 
3.68 
3.62 
4.03 
3.49 
SD 
1.80 
3.11 
.61 
1.44 
,54 
1.29 
.95 
1.17 
2.07 
1.92 
.69 
1.16 
.69 
.92 
.90 
.92 
t 
.11 
0 
1.03 
.47 
1 
.8 
.21 
1.5 
Significance 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
NS 
No significant difference is observed amongst males and females of joint 
families. Therefore, hypotheses 15 and 16 are rejected. 
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Table 19: Comparison of Attribution Scores of Females and Males of Nuclear Family 
Group 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Females 
Males 
Attributional Style Dimension 
Composite positive 
Composite positive 
Intemal-Extemal positive 
Internal-External positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Stable-Unstable positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Specific-Global positive 
Composite negative 
Composite negative 
Intemal-Extemal negative 
Intemal-Extemal negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Stable-Unstable negative 
Specific-Global negative 
Specific-Global negative 
N 
67 
48 
67 
48 
67 
48 
67 
48 
67 
48 
67 
48 
67 
48 
67 
48 
Mean 
16 08 
14 50 
5 54 
5 22 
5 39 
4 57 
5 10 
4 66 
122 
10 44 
4 10 
3 60 
3 94 
3 20 
3 98 
3 58 
SD 
2 61 
3 78 
94 
1 22 
93 
1 61 
1 08 
1 54 
1 94 
3 10 
1 00 
1 21 
87 
1 10 
1 21 
148 
t 
2 54 
1 64 
3 41 
2 00 
3 16 
2 50 
4 35 
1 66 
Signiflcance 
p<05 
NS 
p<01 
p<05 
p<01 
p<05 
p<01 
NS 
Significant difference between males and females of nuclear families is observed on 
6 out of 8 dimensions of attributional styles, only they do not differ on internal-external 
positive and specific-global negative dimension on attributional styles Therefore, hypotheses 
17 and 18 are accepted 
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DISCUSSION 
If we take in the results obtained at a glance we find that gender difference emerge as 
the most important factor influencing attributional styles. With regard to birth order, while 
there is no influence of ordinal position in the general sample and in the male sample, there is 
some interesting configuration in the female sample. It was also observed that family system 
does not exercise any influence on attributional styles. 
Women emerged significantly more internal, stable and global in their attributions than 
men. Both for positive and negative events, this difference holds good. It may be recalled that 
this type of attribution, when adopted for negative events has been associated with depression 
by many researchers (Seligman, Abramson, Semmel and von Baeyar 1979, 1984; Raps, 
Peterson, Reinhard, Abramson and Seligman, 1982). However, amongst depressed persons, 
attribution for positive events is in the direction of external, unstable and specific (SeUgman, 
Abramson, Semmel and von Baeyer, 1979). In our sample attribution of positive events is also 
following the same direction as attribution for negative events. Thus we cannot associate 
depression with the attributional style of females because in the present context, the internal 
(versus external), stable (versus unstable) and global (versus specific) is the over all 
attributional styles of females, spreading over good as well as bad events. 
This style exemplifies the educated young woman of today who takes responsibihty 
for things in general and relies on her own efforts and looks into herself for alleviation of 
problems. Pro'^ i^ably if we study a less fortunate segment of women in this country mainly the 
uneducated we would find them taking blame for all the bad events in the style adopted by 
depressed individuals, and giving credit for good events to external sources, treating good 
events as very temporary (unstable) and very fragmented (specific). It may be pertinent to 
point here that recent studies conducted have shown that gender differences on depression 
have not always been found to be significant. Whereas in a predominantly large number of 
eariier studies, females were found to be higher on depression than males (Rice & Kepecs, 
65 
1970; Rosen, Bohn and Kramer, 1964; Lehmann, 1971; Sorenson and Strongren, 1961; 
Morten, Brotherstion and Chave, 1957; Hirsch, Zander and Drolette, 1961; Weisman, 1974),it 
is increasingly observed that in the educated sample this difference is leveled out (Lone, 
1990). 
The ordinal position had appeared to be a pertinent factor which could exercise 
influence on attiibutional style. The work of many researchers (Alexender, 1966; Sutton-Smith 
& Rosenberg, 1970; Weinstein and SackhofF, 1987; Gupta, 1987; Nyman, 1995) had 
suggested that this aspect could be an important factor influencing our life perspective, the 
way we give meaning to it and the causal relationships that we perceive. However, it is 
observed that by and large this factor had little influence on attributional style. But amongst 
females we find an interesting difference. It is observed that eldest female child when 
compared to the middle female is more external, unstable and specific in the attribution of 
positive events. In the attribution of negative events she is more internal, stable and global. 
This is the classic picture of depressive symptoms. Exactly the same picture emerges when we 
compare the eldest female to youngest. The middle and youngest do not differ fi^om each 
other. Thus the eldest female offspring has the typical attributional style associated with 
depressive symptoms. For negative events her attribution is internal (versus external), stable 
(versus unstable) and global (versus specific). On the other hand for positive events the eldest 
female is more external, unstable and specific as compared to middle and youngest female 
offsprings. This suggests that the role assigned to eldest female children and societal 
expectations are conducive to developing in them an outlook which creates in them a feeling 
of responsibility for negative happenings which they perceive as more lasting and all pervasive. 
On the other hand pleasant events are perceived as outcome of other peoples intervention, are 
very temporary and isolated. The eldest female appears to embody characteristics of what is 
commonly called timidity. Most of the studies quoted in chapter two point out to the firstborn 
child, including female as being more achievement oriented, confident and responsible. 
However, these studies were largely conducted in the west, where there are few gender 
differences in parental & societal attitudes. In the Indian context, the girl child does not have a 
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fair deal. She is venerated in the role of being self-sacrificing and self-eflFacing and the value 
systems place before her these qualities as desirable. Therefore the characteristics imbibed by 
her are instrumental in creating an attributional style which encourages taking of responsibility 
for negative events and considering positive events as a gift and reward fi-om some benevolent 
source. Because of greater attention being given to the eldest offspring, this picture is reflected 
in the eldest female child, while in the middle and youngest, one does not see this. In fact, we 
find that the middle and youngest female offsprings have internal, stable and global attributions 
for positive events whereas for negative events, they manifest an opposite trend. There is a 
tendency amongst parents to perceive the eldest daughter older than what she really is and 
have expectations accordingly. She is likely to be under greater pressure fi^om often unrealistic 
demands. Younger children, due to their relative ordinal positions are often perceived to be 
younger than they really are and parents are likely to be more tolerant and less demanding of 
their younger daughters. This probably is reflected in the difference between eldest and 
younger female ofFs,;rings. 
We have found that by and large family system does not exercise any influence on 
attributional style. The nuclear family system and joint family system are situations which place 
the individual in two different sociopsychological situations and it was expected that this 
would undoubtedly be reflected in causal perceptions and attributions. If one looks closely into 
the matter it may be observed that a clear cut joint family system is almost non existent What 
we now caU the joint family system is by and large a modem nuclear family with a slight 
extension. In the traditional Indian joint family the older people held the authority and young 
adults and thdr children existed under their umbrellas. Now autonomous and self dependent 
young aduhs have their old aging parents staying with them. Mostly the old parents no longer 
exercise authority and control in the same manner as they did in joint family and the 
adolescents and children in the family, while perceiving their grandparents with affection do 
not find them changing the complexion of the nuclear family significantly. So what passes on 
for joint family today is probably not the type of joint family that traditionally existed 
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We do find one interesting aspect of family system in relation to attribution While the 
males and females living in joint families did not differ from each other on any dimension of 
attributional style, we find that in nuclear family there is difference between men and women 
While both males and females were very clearly internal in their attribution of positive events, 
females were significantly more internal and stable for negative events In the joint family (as 
it exists today) there is no difference in attribution of negative events amongst males and 
females. Perhaps the joint family is kinder to females. The presence of elderly persons whose 
experience of life adds tolerance and compassion to their over all attitudes may be a 
significant factor in this. 
Another interesting observation which we find is that, whereas attributions for positive 
events appear to be more clear cut, i.e scores fall within a comparatively larger range on 
intemality, stability and globality which show clear attributional styles, the scores on negative 
events show a central tendency i.e. negative attributions are not categorically in a particular 
direction, they are largely concentrated at the mid point of the dimension It appears that when 
asked to assign responsibility for negative events a great amount of caution is exercised by the 
subjects, so much so that hardly any individual differences are reflected This could have 
occurred due to the fact that there is a tendency to be very guarded in giving blame for 
negative situations, particularly when we are consciously and formally writing down our ideas 
A more critical evaluation of the tool is however suggested 
Since our worid is made up not only of events that actually occur but even more 
importantly of our meanings and perceptions of those events, a healthy worid view helps one 
to aspire, make goal directed efforts and come to terms with success and failures in rational 
ways. Any research which helps us in understanding the processes through the way we give 
meaning to life events is important for us This is what this study has attempted to do Many 
variables like birth order position and family system were not found to exercise the type of 
influence that was predicted. Since the phenomena studied in social science research are the 
outcome of many complex interactions we may not always obtain expected results This in 
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itself is enlightening, as it helps us to integrate other pertinent variables in our explanation and 
thus come to a more holistic picture. Thus the fact that ordinal position was not found to 
exercise any influence may lead us to give attention to the fact that our sample was drawn 
from the educated strata and large number of programs for parental guidance are now 
becoming available which enables parents to deal with siblings of various age groups in better 
and more appropriate ways. These and other factors come to our attention to suggest fresh 
configurations. 
In the end we may conclude that gender emerges as the most significant factor in 
attributional style and in relation to gender some differences in offsprings of different ordinal 
position and different family system have been observed. 
SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH : 
While it is important to gather baseline information about a phenomena as it exists in 
various gender, ordinal position and family system groups, it is much more essential to study 
the dynamics of the phenomena. Our work was primarily concerned with the former. The 
journey of science proceeds from general to specific and hazy to clear, so a broad information 
base is obviously the first step. This research professes to be nothing more than a first step in 
the direction. From the experiences which the researcher has obtained during the process, the 
following suggestions are being given. 
1. Instead of studying attributions for positive and negative events as just one set of 
experiences, the positive and negative events may be fiirther categorized in terms of nature of 
the positive events. For example events relating to achievement, affiliation, prestige, social 
recognition etc. may be studied separately. 
2. Attributional styles can be understood more meaningfully if some understanding of the 
type of experiences which the individual has undergone is obtained. Successes, failures and 
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stresses perceived by the individual and his modes of coping would give a fuller picture of the 
phenomena 
3 Together with a sample of educated girls, a comparative sample of girls who are not 
educated should be obtained, so that role of education in leveling out gender differences is 
investigated Comparison between educated and uneducated sample as a whole can also be 
useful. 
4. Since the attributional style reflects our perceptions and attitudes to various 
phenomena, a very meaningful work would be to study attributional style before and after 
some intervention for example, counseling To be more precise, if those with internal, stable 
and global attributions for negative events are exposed to an appropriate counseling prograiti 
and their attributional styles measured after it, the efficacy and success of the program can also 
be evaluated With another group used as control, to which no counseling is imparted, the 
phenomena can be brought out more clearly 
The area is very fertile for study. It is also very important and meaningful as it deals 
with that aspect of personality which reflects the individual's attitudes, and life perspectives 
Researches which throw light on the dynamics of the phenomena would be very useful 
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APPENDIX 
APPENDIX 
ATTRIBUTIONAL STYLE QUESTIONNAIRE 
Name: Order of Birth: 
Age: No. of Brothers: 
Class: No. of Sisters: 
Sex: Father's Qualif.: 
Family: Mother's Qualif.: 
(Joint or Nuclear) 
Income: 
INSTRUCTIONS: 
1. Read each situation and vividly imagine it happening to you. 
2. Decide what you believe would be the one major cause of the situation if it happened to you. 
3. Write this cause in the blank provided. 
4. Answer three questions about the cause by circling one number per question. Do not circle the words. 
5. Go on the next situation. 
SITUATIONS: 
YOU MEET A FRIEND WHO COMPLIMENTS YOU ON YOUR APPEARANCE. 
1. Write down the orc major cause: 
2. Is the cause of your friend's compliment due to something about you or something about other pec^le 
or circumstances? 
Totally due to other people 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to me 
or circumstances? 
3. In the future when you are with your friend, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be present 
be present. 
4. Is the cause something that just affects interacting with friends, or does it also influence other areas of 
your life? 
Influences just this 12 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all 
particular situation. situations in my life 
YOU HAVE BEEN LOOKING FOR A JOB UNSUCCESFULLY FOR SOME TIME 
5. Write down the one major cause: 
6. Is the cause of your unsuccessM job search due to something about you something about other people 
or circumstaiKes? 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or circumstances me 
7. In the fiiture when you lock for a job, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present present 
8. Is the cause something that just influences looking for a job, or does it also influence other areas of 
your life ? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all situations 
particular situation in my life 
YOU BECOME VERY RICH 
9. Write down the one major cause: 
10. Is the cause of your becoming rich due to something about you or something about other pec^le or 
circumstances? 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or circumstance. me 
11. In your flnancial future, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present present 
12. Is the cause something that just affects obtaining money, or does it also influence other areas of your 
life? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all situations 
particular situation in my life 
A FTUEh4D COMES TO YOU WITH A PROBLEM AND YOU DON'T TRY TO HELP HIM/HER 
13. Write down the one major cause: 
14. Is the cause of your not helping your friend due to something about you or something about other 
people or circumstances? 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or circumstance me 
15. In the fiiture when a friend comes to you with a problem, will this cause again present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present present 
16. Is the cause something that just affects what happens when a friend comes to you with a problem, or 
does it also influence other areas of your life? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all situations 
particular situation in my life 
YOU GIVE AN IMPORTANT TALK INFRONT OF A GROUP AND THE AUDIENCE REACTS 
?»ffiGATIVELY. 
17. Write down the one major cause: 
18. Is the cause of the audience's negative reaction due to something about you or something about other 
peq)le or circumstaiKes? 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
pet^le or circumstances me 
19. In the future when you give talks, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present present 
20. Is the cause something that just influences giving talks, or does it also influence other areas of your 
life? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all situations 
particular situation in my life 
YOU DO A PROJECT WHICH IS HIGHLY PRAISED. 
21. Write down the one major cause: 
22 Is the cause of your being praised due to something about you or something about other people or 
circumstances'' 
Totally due to other 1 2 ^ 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
peq>le or circumstances me 
23 In the future when you do a projert, will this cause again be present'' 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present present 
24 Is the cause somethmg that just affects doing projects, or does it also influence other areas of your 
life'' 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all situations 
particular situation in my life 
YOU MEET A FRIEND WHO ACTS HOSTILELY TOWARDS YOU 
25 Wnte down the one major cause 
26 Is the cause of your fnend acting hostile due to something about you or something about people or 
circumstances'' 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or circumstances me 
27 In the future when interacting with friends, will this cause again be present'' 
Will never again 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
be present present 
28 Is the cause something that just influences interacting with fnends, or does it also influence other 
areas of your life'' 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all situations 
particular situation in my life 
YOU CANT GET ALL THE WORK DONE THAT OTHERS EXPECT OF YOU 
29 Wnte down one major cause 
30 Is the cause of your not getting the work done due to something about you or something about other 
people or circumstances'' 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or arcumstances me 
31 In the future when doing work that others expect, will this cause again be present'' 
Will never agam 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
be present present 
32. Is the cause something that just affects doing woric thai others expect of you. or does it also influence 
other areas of your life? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all situations 
particular situation in my life 
YOUR FRIEND HAS BEEN TREATING YOU MORE LOVINGLY 
33. Write down the one major cause: 
34. Is the cause of your friend treating you more lovingly due to something about you or something 
about other people or circumstances 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or circumstaooes me 
35. In future interactions with your friend, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present present 
36. Is the cause something that just affects how your friend (boyfricnd/girtfricnd) treats you, or does it 
also 
influence other areas of your life? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all 
particular situation situations in 
my life. 
YOU APPLY FOR A POSFTION THAT YOU WANT VERY BADLY(E.G., IMPORTANT JOB, 
GRADUTE SCHOOL ADMISSION, ETC.) AND YOU GET IT. 
37. Write down the one major cause: 
38. Is the cause of your getting the position due to something about other pec^le or circumstances ? 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or circumstances me 
39. In the fiiture when you apply for a position, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always 
present be present 
40. Is the cause something that just influences applying for a position, or does it also influence other areas 
ofyourUfe? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all 
particular situation situations in my 
life 
YOU GO OUT ON A TOUR AND IT GOES BADLY 
41. Write down the one major cause: 
42. Is the cause of the tour going badly due to something about you or something about other 
peop\e or circumstances? 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
people or circumstances me 
43. In the future when you go out on a tour, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present ivesent 
44. Is the cause something that just influences tour, or does it also influence other areas of your life? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all 
particular situation situations in my life 
YOU ARE AWARDED A PRESTIGEOUS SCHOLARSHIP 
45. Write down the wie major cause: 
46. Is the cause of your getting a scholarship due to something about you or something about 
other pec^le or circumstances? 
Totally due to other 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Totally due to 
pec^le or circumstances me 
47. In the future in your academic career, will this cause again be present? 
Will never again be 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Will always be 
present present 
48. Is this cause something that just affects getting a scholarship, or does it also influence other areas of 
your life? 
Influences just this 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Influences all 
particular situation situations in 
my life 
